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are guaranteed to comply with the pure food laws”; (249 cases) “V1ne-R1pe
Tomato Catsup * * * 14 0z.”; or (231 cases) “14 Oz> Gatsup White Pony. "o

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
vart of a decomposed substance. .

The portion of.the product seized at Chicago was alleged to be misbranded (1)
in that the statement, “All products bearing this label are guaranteed to comply
with the pure food laws,” was false and misleading; (2) in that it was in pack-
age form and failed to bear a label containing the name and place of business of
the manufacturer, packer, or distributor; (3) in that it was in package form
‘and failed to bear a label containing an accurate statement of the quantity of
contents; and (4) in that its label failed to bear the common or usual name of the
food.

On October 16, 1941, and January 6, 1942, no claimant having appeared judg-
ments of condemnation were entered and the product was ordered destroyed. - - -

2744, Adulteration and misbranding of tomato eatsup. V., S. v. 599 Cases of
- Tomato Catsup. Default decree of eondunnation and destruction, (F D.
C. No. 3792, Sample No, 31550-E.)

On February 7, 1941, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of.
Michigan filed a 11be1 against 599 cases, each containing 24 bottles, of tomato
catsup at Detroit, Mich., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce oh or about October 12, 1940, by Reid, Murdoch & Co. from Pierceton, '
Ind.; and charging that it was adulterated and misbranded. It was labeled in
part: (Bottles) “Monarch Tomato Catsup Guaranteed By Reid, Murdoch & Co.,
To Comply With All Food Laws.” -

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it cons1sted wholly or in ‘part .
of a decomposed substance. .It was alleged to be misbranded in that the state-
ment “Guaranteed * * * To Comply With All. Food Laws” was false and
misleading since it was incorrect.

On February 24, 1941, Reid, Murdoch & Co. having petitioned  that it be fur-
nished samples and certam informatxon, the court ordered the Government to
furnish the petitioner with a true copy of the analysis together with identification
marks or numbers, if any, of the cases or packages from which any samples an-
alyzed by the Government had been obtained and also ordered that representative
samples be delivered to the petitioner and the Government.

On. July 17, 1941, no claim or answer having been filed and the court having
found that the allegations of the libel were true, judgment of condemnation was
entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed

2745. Adulteration of tomato puree. . 8. v, Butterﬁeld Canning Co. Plea of
guilty. Fine, $75. (F. D. C. No "5552. Sample Nos, 29175-E, 38950-K,)

On February 11, 1942, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Indiana filed an information against the Butterfield Canning Co., a corporation,
Muncie, Ind., alleging shripment on or about September 7, 1940, and May 2, 1941,
from the State of Indiana into the States of Ohio and Minnesota of guantities of
tomato puree which was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
decomposed substance. The article was labeled in part: “Indiano Brand Tomato
Puree.”

On April 17, 1842, a plea of guilty havmg been entered on behalf of the defend-
ant, the court 1mposed a fine of $75.

2746. Reeceipt in interstate eommerce and delivery of adulterated tomato puree. -
© U. S, v. Ferdinand €. Knoebel (Knoebel Mercantile Co.) and Karl A.
Seastone. Pleas of nolo contendere. Fach defendant fined §300. (F. D
No. 4187, Sample Nos. 44636-E, 44649-E.)

On October 31, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado
filed an information agamst Ferdinand C. Knoebel, trading as Knoebel Mercan-
" tile Co., Denver, Colo., and Karl A. Seastone, allegmg that on or about October
15, 1940 the defendants received in mterstate commerce a- quant1ty of canned
tomato puree that was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
decomposed substance; and that on or about January 31, 1941, the defendants
proferred for delivery and delivered to a firm in Denver, Colo., 25 cases of the
same adulterated canned tomato puree. The information further alleged that .
the said adulterated cgnned tomato puree had been shipped in interstate com-
merce by the Perry Canning Co. from Perry, Utah, on or about October 9, 1940,
It was labeled in part: “Gateway Brand Tomato Puree * * * Perry Canning
Co., Packers and Distributors, Perry, Utah.”

"~ On November 22, 1941, pleas of nolo contendere having been entered by the
defendants, the court sentenced them each to pay a fine of $300.



